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systems. The location representation form associated with the reference system and 
with the inherent hierarchy of the reference system can be linked to each other and 
can be brought into relationship with each other. 

An exemplary program aided information system is provided via which users 
can access user-specific or location-specific information dependent on their current 
location with the location information required for information selection. The system 
provides an ability to access all available location systems simultaneously for 
person-specific or object-specific determination of location despite the location 
information which is generatable in the form and type. This ability makes it possible 
to obtain location information from any locating system, such as GPS for example, to 
determine the georgraphic coordinates or transponder-system-added devices which 
give the distance infomriation and direction information in relation to a known location 
or locating systems whose location information consists of semantic information, 
such as street names or names of towns or locales, for example. 

Transforming the respective sensor detected location information present in 
different dimensions and types of information in the uniform reference system 
permits adopting a person-specific and location-specific information gathering 
system to different location systems in a simple and desired manner. By accessing 
available locating systems, precision in determining the location of a corresponding 
person can be achieved, with respect to a corresponding object. 

The foregoing features are broadly encompassed by claim 1, which recites 
among other elements, transforming said sensor detected positional data into a 
location representing form using at least one sensor adaptor which establishes a 
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reference system within which said positional data can be especially attributed as 
well as associated with a hierarchical structure. 

The Herz patent discloses a local information system that transmits user 
dependent information to certain users located in a defined spacial area around an 
information server. In this manner, the Herz patent determines whether a user is 
located within a spacial delimited proximity to an information server. At the same 
time, an entity of the user is determined and information adapted to the user identity 
profile is transmitted. Stated differently the Herz patent uses positional data of a 
user to retrieve identification information associated with that user. The Herz patent 
however, fails to disclose or suggest a transforming step as recited in claim 2. For at 
least this reason, the Herz patent cannot make symbiotic use of different location 
information systems that create the prerequisite of ensuring a location dependent 
provision of information that is not limited to the user's proximity to certain fixed 
points. 

The Examiner alleges that the transformation step is taught by the Herz 
patent in its ability to match "location data from a different type of data." Applicant 
submits, however, that the Herz patent arguably discloses using user positional data 
to retrieve identification information related to the user. There is no teaching or 
suggestion that the Herz patent transforms positional data into a location 
representing form as recited in the claim. 

The Examiner also alleges that the Esposito patent teaches the transforming 
step of claim 1 . The Esposito patent arguably teaches a system that assigns precise 
X, y locations to records that are not included in the traditional georeferenced library. 
An example is described in which geographically ordered information is added to the 
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traditional library. An interpolation is performed to further enhance the position of the 
georeference database. In essence, the Esposito patent merely amounts to a zip 
code matching system. This disclosed system does not transform positional data 
into a location representing forum as recited in claim 1 . Even if the Esposito patent 
could be interpreted as teaching the transforming step, which Applicant believes it 
cannot, when combined with the Herz patent a prima facie case of obviousness has 
not been established. 

The Herz patent discloses a system that detects location identifying data and 
returns a user profile associated with the detected device. The Esposito patent, on 
the other hand, discloses a system that generates a pinpoint x, y location for an 
address that is not included in a traditional georeference database. There would not 
have been any teaching or suggestion to support combining features of these 
patents in the manner suggested by the Examiner. The Herz patent derives a user 
profile from user location information and appears to have no use for a pinpoint 
location of a user because a proximal location suffices to achieve its stated objective. 
The Esposito patent would have added unnecessary complexity and redundancy to 
the He/z patent because the He/z patent in its present form operates to achieve its 
stated purpose. 

In summary, the He/z patent and the Esposito patent, neither individually nor 
in the combination suggested by the Examiner, disclose or suggest at least a 
transforming step recited in claim 1 . For at least these reasons, a prima facie case 
of obviousness has not been established. 

To establish prima facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all of the claim 
limitations must be taught or suggested by the prior art. In re Royl<a, 490 F.2d 981 , 
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180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). Moreover, obviousness "cannot be established by 
combining the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention, absent 
some teaching or suggestion supporting the combination." ACS Hosp. Svs. V. 
Montefiore Hoso. , 732 F.2d 1572, 1577, 221 USPQ 929. 933 (Fed. Cir. 1984). 

For at least the above reasons, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103 be withdrawn, and claim 1 and its various depending 
claims be allowed. 

By the foregoing remarks, Applicant submits that claims 1-12 are allowable, 
and this application is in condition for allowance. In the event that the Examiner 
believes that this application can be placed in even better form, the Examiner is 
invited to contact the undersigned at the number provided below. 
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